parts of the world. It was foreign to everybody when it
was invented, and indigenous since its acceptance. It was
not indigenous to Americansand foreign to, say, the Japanese,
Every American is as much indebted to him as every non-
American who uses it, Edison was the creltor, all these
who use it now, of every race, language, nationality, sex,
vocation and location, are imitators*

Democracy is not a British invention, compatible only
with the British culture-pattern and foreign to and incom-
patible with other culture-patterns. It is said that in Athens
about 500 B. C. democracy was effective inasmuch as the
citizens had gained full control of government, made laws
and elected their magistrates* Is it really contended that
even two thousand individuals had simultaneously and in-
dependently conceived democracy, instead one of them
suggesting it and others accepting it subsequently ? History
may have no record of the individual who invented demo*,
cracy, but the subsequent histo;py records the individuals
who laboured for the extension of it* Belonging to the
group of social sciences, a mixture of objective and sub-
jective validity, it has not the same universal diffusibility as,
say, the radio. But it is not indigenous to the West and
foreign to the East; it was new at one time even in England*

If the concept of a foreign culture is invalid,. the
contempt implied in imitation of foreign culture goes by
the board. Imitation is diffusion or spread of culture-traits.
As Prof. Toynbee said, " Imitation by the vast majority of
what an infinitesimal minority created is the normal method
of the growth of culture ". Without diffusion there can be
no culture at all, and diffusion is imitation*

When Dhirendranath Roy objects to so-called westerns
2ation of Ifldia, he was really objecting to imposition and

80